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REMARKS 

In response to the Official Action mailed April 23, 2003, Applicants provisionally 
elect Figure 13, which the Examiner erroneously identifies as a species of the disclosed 
invention. Claims 1-3 and 5-7 may be read upon that figure, so that those claims should be 
immediately examined. The Examiner acknowledged that claim 1 is a generic claim with 
respect to claims 1-7 and therefore claim 4 should be rejoined to the prosecution, pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.141, upon allowance of claim 1. 

In the Official Action mailed April 23, 2003, the Examiner asserted that no election 
had been made with respect to a single species. The Examiner's position is erroneous and is 
traversed. As pointed out in the prior response. Figures 10-13 arc various cross-sectional 
views of the structure shown in Figure 9. Figure 9 is a described embodiment and, therefore, 
Figure 9 is a species "Species are always the specifically different embodiments", MPEP 
806.04(c). All of Figures 9-13 pertains to the same species. Therefore, the Examiner's 
identification of particular figures in the Official Action mailed January 14, 2003 was, at best, 
incomplete. In order to advance the prosecution, Applicants make the same election made 
before although identify only a single figure in making the election. 

If the Examiner disagrees with this response, his detailed explanation of his grounds 
for identifying particular cross-sectional figures of described and claimed staictures as 
separate species is respectfully requested so that full development of the issue can be 
provided for its determination upon petition. 

Again, the election is made with traverse. In view of the subject of this patent 
application, there is no undue burden placed upon the Examiner in examining all of claims 1- 
7. Moreover, the examination of claims 8-12, along with claims 1-7, would represent no 
undue burden. Therefore Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the species election requirement with respect to the disclosed and claimed invention. 
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Prompt and favorable action on the merits are earnestly solicited. 



Date: 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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